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Abstract 
Attacked and weakened, especially in the last three centuries, both from inside and outside, Rome and the Western Roman 
Empire will fall in 476 A.D. Actually, what were the causes? Hit and weakened by the present global economic-financial crises –
and not only – our European civilisation faces some of the highest risks. Often, people say it is a real collapse. Are the causes of 
these falls – of the European-type civilisation – similar? And being familiar with Roman experience, how can we prevent such 
harmful processes? Further, we try to provide a few answers in this respect. 
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“Pleasure is the happiness of the fool. Happiness is the pleasure of the wise”(Barbey D’Aurevilly) 
1. … “Rome”. Initially a kingdom, with seven kings according to documents.  In 510 B.C., kingship fell. It 
already involved several institutions unable to make it notably stronger. It implied “the patrician kin”, which – the 
only one – involved in political activity. Also, there were “plebeians” who had no political right or legal status. The 
establishment of the Republic required new functions, such as the “Consulate” and the “Dictatorship”. But against 
this background, there was a fierce struggle between patricians and plebeians, which ended in accepting plebeians 
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for all kinds of magistracy, in 300 B.C. A major step forward. Consolidated inside, Rome started “to expand”. In 
less than 30 years, the rest of Italy was conquered. Then, the Punic wars followed. The destruction of Carthage and 
the transformation of Greece into a Roman province. Then Rome conquered Asia Minor, from Syria to Judea, as 
well as Spain and Gaul. Then it sets step on Africa. Anyhow, it started to disseminate one of the most important 
civilizations of the world. To many people from Europe, the United States, Canada, Asia, and Africa it still is the 
most important. But internal struggle destroyed the Republic, following the rivalry between Marius and Sulla. It was 
followed by the Triumvirate of Caesar, Pompeius and Crassus, the rivalry between Pompeius and Caesar, Caesar’s 
dictatorship and death, the rivalry between Octavian and Anthony. Octavian, Caesar’s nephew and adopted son, 
would remain the only ruler of the ancient world, being granted the name Augustus and the title of Imperator. 
Augustuses promoted a peace and prosperity policy. Then several dynasties and periods followed (the period of the 
Severus family, that of military anarchy, and that of the Illyrian emperors). It meant the triumph of the military, of 
militarism, and of Pretorians. Then follows the “Tetrarchy” (two Augustuses accompanied by two Caesars will rule 
parts of the territory), and later under Emperor Constantine (306-327), the founder of Constantinople, Christianity 
became the official religion throughout the Empire. Good and evil deeds. In fact, some decay of Rome had already 
started, and Nero and Caligula handed down to the people and heirs customs, habits, and ethics much worse than 
any of their “achievements”. 
The strong rule prevented for some time the fall of Rome, generally for economic reasons. But other emperors 
could “see” better and better Rome’s boundaries, under the heavy blows of the Barbarians. Specialists in the Roman 
history write that, after the death of Theodosius I, Rome “was ready for invasion and ruin”. The Empire was split 
into the Eastern Roman Empire and the Western Roman Empire. But while the former “lived” for another 
millennium (until 1452), the Western Roman Empire vanished in 476. And so a marvellous state construction, a 
wonderful civilization, a remarkable culture – steadily built for 1000 years – collapsed quickly under the Barbarians’ 
blows, i.e. civilizations inferior to the Roman one. But its traces and way of thinking and acting have lasted to our 
days and will further do. In fact who were the Barbarians? Today’s Germans, French, Europeans, British, etc. (see 
also Dan Popescu, Istoria gândirii economice din antichitate până la începutul secolului XIX, Editura Continent, 
Sibiu-Bucureşti, 1994; by the same author, Industrie şi civilizaţie, Editura Albatros, Bucureşti, 1981). We should 
recall the French writer Pierre Corneille, who replaced in theatre the drama of intrigues with the drama of characters 
and made Suetonius say (with reason) the famous words: “Rome is not just in Rome, it is everywhere I am”.  
 
2. We have briefly mentioned above some developments, dynamics, features, names, facts. But it is more 
important to detail why Rome actually collapsed. Of course, there are millions of such works, to which I would add 
something… And quite interesting would be an attempt to analyze, to examine or rather to sketch only the 
“correspondence” between the fall of ancient Rome and what happens to us today, to Europe, to the world, to our 
civilization in the context of the global economic-financial crisis. Let’s see!  
So, why did Rome fall? The process was long as Pierre Bezbach writes. One century before the fatal year 476, 
emperor Valeus was killed by Goths in 378. In 400, several Germanic peoples crossed the Rhine and settled in Gaul. 
In 410, Rome was looted and devastated by the Visigoths of Alaric. In 451, Rome was considerably weakened after 
Aetius hardly stopped the Huns led by Attila. Such signs of military, economic and social weaknesses were 
produced by political reasons. The emperor, by his strength (obtained by rejecting the control by the Senate), 
imposed a real dictatorship as far back as the 1st century. So many emperors, for varied reasons (including “personal 
qualities, diseases, etc.) did not accomplish their mission. At the same time, the weak legions included more and 
more former “barbarians” to protect the borders, who were less determined to save the empire. They were wolves 
hired to protect the sheep.  
From an economic perspective, we may say that the essential agricultural production yielded less and less return; 
moreover, it was achieved on large slave-based agricultural estates. Owners were very rich, living in unaccustomed 
luxury and incredible laziness. While slaves – having no income, patrimony or incentives – caused a loss in the 
potential of the slave-owing system, thus contributing positively to the future colonus-based system. The Roman 
society was mostly a rigid one. This, on one hand. On the other hand, or rather at the same time – because the 
Empire lived mostly on financial resources ensured by conquest, and no more conquests were “available”, there was 
no money to “embellish” the cities, to maintain the army or “to buy social peace” and to offer the people “panem et 
circenses”, rather “circenses” and drinking than “panem”. According to Pierre Bezbach and Yann Le Bohec, this can 
be explained by the absence of technical progress, the absence of “a class of entrepreneurs”, actually the absence of 
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economic revival in a stage of development which, in essence, should have been of another type. Slavery, in spite of 
the progress made as against the previous era, of its magnificence – also called “ancient capitalism” – was outdated, 
it could not advance in that Europe. Christianism promoted by Emperor Constantine, in the 4th century (313), by 
addressing the soul to save it, could not essentially contribute to saving the Empire, because its fall had more 
profound reasons. Among them, we find a real decline in  the Latin population, thus revealing its negative effects. 
Also, the Roman family (the core of Rome), the Roman matrons and wives faced decline. Because of much drinking 
and pleasure (often perverted), bodies were becoming weaker, minds were becoming less keen, which led to wrong 
decisions. But Rome was still Rome, and needed much food which was mainly carried on the Tiber, as the city was 
unable to produce anything. That is why the Barbarian leader Odoacre could close the supply ways, starve the city, 
which fell into his hands. 
 
3. Therefore, the causes were mainly political, economic and ideological. Do they occur again to 
produce the decline of our civilisation? In my opinion, it seems so. Financialized and internationalized capitalism – 
with markets to size, with a religion of profit, with the predominance of “speculation”, with the relocation of 
important productions from Europe and the United States to less developed countries that had and still have cheaper 
labour force – caused  still causes mass unemployment even in the developed countries without a civilisation 
contribution to less developed countries. It caused and still causes record public deficits, unfair international 
competition, resource depletion in some countries, to the benefit of trusts that never had and have social targets. 
Moreover, difficult energy and climate problems occurred and still occur. As for the economic policies, we are 
divided. On one hand, big magnates and consortiums, which actually control the markets, without caring about 
social problems but seeking, maybe indirectly, the death of the poor and not the elimination of poverty. On the other 
hand, the supporters of an economy based on social support and solidarity, who combine individual profit with 
social profit. A hard fight. Therefore, the “traditional power” is blamed in many European countries even in the 
United States, which leads to sharp disagreement. 
4.  
5. Therefore, in times of uncertainty, one thing seems highly certain. Namely, that we have reached the 
end of a cycle when some exaggeration in free trade, mainly in rendering speculation almost absolute, which caused 
that the West abandoned to some extent his productive system. Except for highly technical and breakthrough 
domains, which was less significant as regards employment. Therefore, less and lower wages, smaller budget 
accumulation. As well as more or less “collateral” social regulations, covered to some extent by increasing state 
indebtedness, which could erode the foundation of some state institutions.  And further, a real explosion of life 
inequalities, a notable poverty expansion, an increase in the number of miserable individuals, along with the 
cynicism shown by many rich people, many decision-makers and politicians in relation to the people in need. As for 
Romania, and not only, it is almost impossible to create great wealth through performance and productivity, when 
economy, industry and agriculture significantly worsened and still do as regards production, potential and 
organisation.  Then, how? Mainly doing unfair business with the state, with public money, as such businessmen are 
unable to make money otherwise. But we shall discuss again the case of Romania. 
But as the economic history of the world shows, this caused and still does – sometimes, at once – broad social 
unrest, often violent. In general there are many people who claim and very few who are ready to give. To give from 
what they gather through relations based on public money. Justice is required, but often it is weak or selective. 
Therefore, we might to return to a time of smaller or bigger debtors and of weak big creditors, which, in fact, is 
poorly performing by some important market criteria. 
Under these circumstances, very often states try to rearrange, to change, to focus on themselves, the 
“Unavoidable Protectionism” – as in 2012, in a work with the same title (Edition Gallimard), three researchers 
(French economists) wrote, of which Franck Dedieu and Benjamin Masse-Stramberger, journalists of L’Expansion, 
are more famous – advances steadly, while globalisation suffers a setback. Of course, this is a clever, limited, 
European protectionism that stimulates the relocation of many companies from large industrialized countries, which 
are moved for strict and extremely temporary reasons regarding the company profit, without internalizing 
outsourcing and considering the much broader prospect for social profit, although part of it returns directly or 
indirectly to companies themselves. In all aspects, it seems to be a time of transition for preventing or eliminating, if 
possible, major shortcomings. It is a transition based on the evidence that financial capitalism, and only it, is unable 
to correct fundamental inequalities which it bears in or with itself. This requires rethinking social relations and 
values, company values, institutional values demonstrated by economic developments – or even revolutions – to be 
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necessary and ready to return. 
Large circles of researchers, entrepreneurs, bankers, finance specialists, development economists, specialized 
journalists, actually a real world, watch carefully and often even fight to produce changes in economy as shown 
above. I think solutions cannot be found outside the European Union. Of course, not when the European policy – the 
monetary one, in this case – is decided in Washington. Anyhow, we have to take into account that every banking 
crisis amplifies the probability of a next one. But also the fact that too much order hinders adaptation. We may 
entertain a false idea that controlling hazard ensures some theoretical and practical comfort, while it actually is a 
pseudo-scientific comfort. Progress means laying the foundation as well as risk taking, and imagination, originality, 
which do not exclude each other. For example, a cause of fragility is external or public debt, inadequately made or 
accumulated. Looking at the economic situation of the European Union, we understand that the Europeans, 
especially the Germans (but also the French) saw faster than the Americans who claim it but do not observe it. Even 
if productivity has increased in the last century, social inequalities – demonstrated through validated parameters 
accepted by economic authorities – unfortunately are maintained at the old level. But rejecting the dogma of budget 
rigour, considered the engine of economic growth. And accepting inflation as a tax on the poor’s “capital” 
Let’s take a case. It seems that by location, without the low cost of labour in Romania and similar countries, 
several sub-industries (and companies) of the developed economies – here staying the concepts and trademarks – 
would have failed. Even if initially less operations were carried out in the first mentioned economies, now they are 
more and very often the entire product is obtained in the East. Moreover, considering the costs in our country, those 
products are sold by western companies at prices 4-5 times as much, without adding anything else to them. But 
making those products in our country, couldn’t they sell them – by intelligent negotiations with the parent 
companies – to the same country, economy or company that makes the products, thus ensuring higher profits and 
expectations for their prosperity as well? In my opinion, when confronted with such cases, we seem not to be 
adequately prepared to act successfully (with more money on our side) in the present global competition. We should 
be ready. Where China, India, Taiwan, South Korea and others are successful, why we shouldn’t … 
Those who have obtained huge profits by speculation, paid generally by increasingly dissatisfied, noisy and 
demanding “global” crowds, hardly leave their positions in the context of the present global economic-financial 
crisis. But to prevent “more evil”, changes in concepts and actions should be made. As I said, a not very long 
historical cycle is ending: the “triumph” of hard right-wing deregulated neoliberalism. But it also seems that the 
lasting left-wing “welfare state” is coming to an end. But what if – questions the French professor Thomas 
Chalumeau – the future does not follow a middle way, this “ordoliberalism” of German origin, aiming to balance 
economically the competition and market laws with an overprotective “regulatory” state for ordering the society 
according to rules set by institutions that define accurately the responsibility of each actor in the social field? The 
question is correct, because the “ordoliberal” concept has strengths and weaknesses. Without neglecting the 
weaknesses, I’d rather consider the strengths, since it implies both the role of market in competition and free 
movement and the recognition of the state’s role in “ordering” the market and setting the competition rules. 
Although initially considered a criticism of the “welfare state”, “ordoliberalism” actually finalizes the theory of “the 
social market economy” and recognizes the role of re-allotment and of strong social institutions in “ordinancing” the 
society. 
The German model is similar to the French one, which implies a centralized and strong state, built on the same 
coordinates as above and as “a prescriptive force to cope with increasing globalisation” as a “sacrosanct 
dictatorship” of the markets that causes major shortcomings. When we examine the two classic models of market 
economy – the west-European model and the “social market economy model” – we find important similarities but 
smaller dissimilarities depending on circumstances, thus implying measures both on the similarity side and on the 
dissimilarity side. Is the role of the state reinvented in Europe? I think it is a good idea, thus showing the assets of a 
flexible state, able to adjust the economic game without distorting the rules to the disadvantage of a short-term profit 
and to its own advantage, i.e. an excessive social profit that does not stimulate labour. Romania may follow this 
good example, not in words but in facts and results. 
The problems occur not only in concepts but also in concrete economies. The “class struggle”, pathetically and 
not unreasonably revealed by Karl Marx, is now a real struggle for jobs. This allows the employers’ organisations to 
impose lower wage levels, taking advantage of the “mute” response of the trade unions. “The reserve army causes a 
fierce competition for jobs” and exerts pressure, in turn, for lower wages, which worsens the working conditions and 
produces more “precariousness”. And this causes labour division and multiplication of precarious contracts – often 
necessary for companies to survive. Under these circumstances, the international labour division is sharper and 
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workers from peripheral economies are more exploited to increase productivity and profit. 
These processes are invoked besides, of course, other ones that cause instability in the world system, while crises 
are more frequent and stronger and solutions are almost “invisible” or hardly acceptable for social reasons, 
otherwise causing more violence. Anyhow, the global system is now so unstable that a problem of financial conduct 
– not the most serious one – in the United States has turned into a global economic crisis. A crisis stirred up so easy 
but difficult to overcome. Of course, there are good prospects, but they depend significantly on flexibility, if 
compared to the sacrosanct model, and on the acceptance of social profit. Otherwise…  
Now I present some details of the Romanian economy. Generally, only state employees, even in the highest 
positions, politicians and decision-makers have accumulated huge wealth, which they can hardly justify from an 
honest perspective. They have accumulated this wealth greedily, breaking the law and sharing their gains with so-
called entrepreneurs, and took advantage of corruption, of public money granted easily and free of control. Often we 
notice cross-party relationships. Then, the state institutions seem not to function, not to be strong enough and 
resourceful, but take a little from all the people. This concerns burdensome taxation, other types of high taxes levied 
on millions of people close to the poverty threshold (of course, computed by low parameters), who often have 
nothing, not even hopes. The economy as such is practically suffocated, European funds are poorly absorbed, the 
payment obligations, including the international ones, are huge, while money has not been spent at the necessary and 
expected efficiency. George Emil Palade, the son-in-law of Nicolae Malaxa, a great industrialist, was a Nobel Prize 
winner. Now, preserving customs specific to the mighty ones of the communist era, relatives – under the protection 
of the “great fathers” –conceited, poorly educated, hold high positions, and spend public money lavishly, ignoring 
any minima moralia. Therefore, there are not many recovery chances. 
Not the system is evil in itself, but the institutionalized corruption of over two decades is the cause. Very often, 
without “positive engines”. There are talented, remarkable entrepreneurs not only in the private environment. There 
are professors, doctors, intellectuals, many technicians. There are also remarkable state employees, receiving wages 
10 times smaller than in the West. We have gifted youths. But the system is unable to value them. Not even 
university graduates, affected by lack of money and cliental connection. Often, a real progress is ignored. Valuable 
people emigrate and promotion is based on cliental criteria. The business environment is not properly stimulated. 
Families break and population decreases at a high rate. A few are rich, privileged and powerful, while the others live 
in poverty. High-class people live in opulence, luxury and pleasure. Low-class people face misery, severe diseases, 
social anxiety, even starvation. The social state and the economic- social structure are similar to those in a banana 
republic. O course, there is much talk. A lot of promises. But putting the guilty ones to trial to return the money to 
the economy is a difficult task. Solutions – when this happens – are inappropriate. And facts are prescribed. 
Therefore, we have problems with facts and realities. Will “Rome” fall? O course. Here are some big problems of 
the present Romanian society. But we hope. Is economy not functional? Somehow, it functions, but hardly and 
ineffectively, and disappoints the employees and most of the staff, as well as most of the people. Good news is that 
computer science, biology, ecology, politology, transdisciplinarity, digitalisation, etc. – if placed at the top – could 
ensure “thirty glorious years”. 
 
6. A crisis of values and the absence of reference models accompany “impeccably” these processes and 
generate major confusion among the people. Here are political, economic and social-moral reasons similar to those 
that caused the fall of Rome. But as regards the risk of our European, Euro-Atlantic civilisation, times have changed. 
But fact is fact. Also our country faces a population decline while less developed nations’ population increases at an 
amazing rate. Moreover, this is what “undermines” us inside. What is going to happen? We shall see… Many 
researchers think that this situation will end either in a fall of the present civilisation – similar to that of Rome – or 
in changes in Europe similar to those made during the Renaissance, the Elightment, the “liberté, egalité, fraternité” 
period and the Industrial Revolution. Then, changes were determined by driving forces such as free peasantry and an 
emerging working class, skilful craftsmen and traders and freedom of thinking. These changes impacted on 
education, research and innovative enterprises, which attracted future-oriented energies. 
Of course, to propose a second alternative aiming at progress, at supporting all societies to gain, and not just a 
few to gain and many to lose; this means a smooth evolution free of bloody social unrest. We need education, 
culture, valuable and honest entrepreneurs. We need civic knowledge, honesty, appropriate projects and public will 
– at national, community or global level – to implement them. Otherwise, things will not go the right way.  
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